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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-20 examined. 

2. It is hereby acknowledged that the following papers have been received and placed of 
record in the file: Request for Reconsideration on 02/14/2005. 

Response to Arguments 

3 . Applicant's arguments filed 02/ 1 4/2005 have been fiilly considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant has restated the fundamental claims of their invention and has assessed 
the citations given in the Examiner's rejection over RFC 1889. Applicant repeatedly states that 
the reference in no way teaches modules in an RTP stack that happen to be independent of the 
transport layer. However, fundamental to the interpretation of RFC 1889 is the following 
statement in the abstract of RFC 1889: "RTP and RTCP are designed to be independent of the 
underlying transport and network layers." To claim RTP modules that happen to be transport- 
independent is to claim that which is inherent in RTP itself The examiner stands on the previous 
rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by RFC 1889. 

6. Referring to claim 1, RFC 1 889 has taught a transport-independent real-time transport 
protocol (RTP) stack (RFC 1889 abstract and section 1), comprising: 
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a. a transport-independent tasks module, wherein the transport-independent tasks 
module includes methods that are independent of an underlying transport layer (RFC 
1889 abstract and section 1); and 

b- a connector module in communication with the transport-independent module, 
wherein the connector module includes methods that are dependent on the underlying 
transport layer (RFC 1889 section 10). 

7. Referring to claims 2 and 3, RFC 1 889 has taught the transport-independent RTP stack 
wherein the connector module includes data input and output methods which are utilized by the 
transport-independent tasks module to communicate with the underlying transport layer (RFC 
1889 section 3, definitions of port, transport address, RTP session. Synchronization source, and 
contributing source; and section 10). 

8. Referring to claims 4 and 5, RFC 1889 has taught the transport-independent RTP stack 
wherein the data input and output methods include an RTP input or output stream method that 
returns an RTP input or output stream to a calling method, respectively (RFC 1889 section 7.1, 
definitions of translator and mixer). 

9. Referring to claims 6 and 7, RFC 1889 has taught the transport-independent RTP stack 
wherein the data input and output methods include a real-time transport control protocol (RTCP) 
input or output stream method that returns an RTCP input or output stream to a calling method, 
respectively (RFC 1889 section 6.2, paragraphs 1-4). 

10. Referring to claim 8, RFC 1889 has taught A real-time transport protocol (RTP) 
connector module (RFC 1889 abstract and section 1), comprising: 
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a. an RTP output stream method that returns an RTP output stream to a calling 
method (RFC 1889 section 7.1, definitions of translator and mixer); 

b. an RTP input stream method that returns an RTP input stream to a calling method 
(RFC 1889 section 7. 1, definitions of translator and mixer); 

c. a real-time transport control protocol (RTCP) output stream method that returns 
an RTCP output stream to a calling method (RFC 1889 section 6.2, paragraphs 1-4); and 
d- an RTCP input stream method that returns an RTCP input stream to a calling 
method (RFC 1889 section 6.2, paragraphs 1-4). 

11. Referring to claims 9 and 10, RFC 1889 has taught the RTP connector module wherein 
the RTP connector module generates transport-independent input/output streams and provide 
access to a particular type of underlying transport layer. (RFC 1889 section 3, definitions of port, 
transport address, RTP session. Synchronization source, and contributing source; and section 
10). 

12. Referring to claims 1 1 and 12, RFC 1889 has taught the RTP connector module wherein 
the RTP connector module is in communication with a transport-independent tasks module, 
wherein the transport-independent tasks module includes methods that are independent of the 
underlying transport layer and processes the transport-independent input/output streams using 
transport-independent operations (RFC 1889 abstract; section 3, definitions of port, transport 
address, RTP session, Synchronization source, and contributing source; and section 10). 

13. Referring to claim 13, RFC 1889 has taught the transport-independent real-time transport 
protocol (RTP) stack (RFC 1889 abstract and section 1), comprising: 
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a. a transport-independent tasks module having an RTP transmitter module and an 
RTP receiver module, wherein the RTP transmitter module and the RTP receiver module 
are independent of a first underlying transport layer (RFC 1889 abstract and section 1); 
and 

b. a connector module having an RTP output stream method in communication with 
the RTP transmitter module, and an RTP input stream method in communication with the 
RTP receiver module, wherein the RTP output stream method and the RTP input stream 
provide access to the first underlying transport layer (RFC 1889 section 7.1, definitions 
of translator and mixer; and section 10). 

14. Referring to claims 14 and 18, RFC 1889 has taught the transport-independent RTP stack 
wherein the RTP output stream method returns an RTP output stream to the RTP transmitter 
module (RFC 1 889 section 7.1, definitions of translator and mixer). 

15. Referring to claims 15 and 19, RFC 1889 has taught the transport-independent RTP stack 
wherein the RTP input stream method returns an RTP input stream to the RTP receiver module 
(RFC 1889 section 7.1, definitions of translator and mixer). 

16. Referring to claims 16 and 17, RFC 1889 has taught the transport-independent RTP stack 
wherein the transport-independent tasks module further includes a real-time transport control 
protocol (RTCP) transmitter module and an RTCP receiver module which are independent of the 
first underlying transport layer (RFC 1889 abstract; section 1; and section 6.2, paragraphs 1-4). 

17. Referring to claim 20, RFC 1889 has taught the transport-independent RTP stack wherein 
the connector module can be modified to operate utilizing a second underlying transport without 
modifying the transport-independent tasks module (RFC 1889 abstract; section 1; section 3, 
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definitions of port, transport address, RTP session. Synchronization source, and contributing 
source; section 6.2, paragraphs 1-4; section 7.1, definitions of translator and mixer; and section 
10). 

Conclusion 

18. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR L 136(a), 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this .final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until afl:er 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott M. Collins whose telephone number is 571 .272.3934. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri, 8:00 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Valencia Martin-Wallace can be reached on 571.272.6159. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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June 3, 2005 




VALENCIA MARTIN-WALLACE 
SUPERVISORY R^O-ENT EXAMINER 



